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DETAILED ACTION 



Double Patenting 

1 . The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 
644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 



2. Claims (1,4-10 and 32-39); (18-21); (11-15) provisionally rejected on the ground 
of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 
(1,5-11) ;(19-22);(12-16) of copending Application No.(US 2005/0216263 A1). Although 
the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other 
because official Notice is taken that the limitation of transceiver being wireless with 



coupling of the circuits is commonly known in the art, thus it would have been obvious 
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for one of ordinary skill in the art to have coupled circuit with transceiver wirelessly for 
purpose of interfacing the two systems. 

3. This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1, 4-6,11-17,29-31,32-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Finn et al.( K US 2002/0141601 A1"). 

Re claim 1, Finn et al . disclosed a system comprising: a 
plurality of fixedly mountable microphones 

' ( " fig. 10/ (508,552,554,556) ; page 10[0074] line 1-2 " ) ; and 
circuits coupled to respective microphones including circuitry 
for evaluating intelligibility of audio received by the 
respective microphones ( " .fig. 10/ (570,572,574,576) - to analyzed 
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the intelligibility of the respective microphones and page 
10[0074] line 5-8 ") and generating an indicator of 
intelligibility on a per microphone basis, the circuits each 
include a network output port ( " fig. 10/ (580,582,584,586) -output 
indicator for each respective intelligibility analyzed 
microphones/ which is in itself the output port being outputted 
at (578)"). 

Re claim 4, a system as in claim 1 which includes at least 
one audio output device which produces speech. intelligibility 
test signals which will be received by the microphones 
( " Finn, fig. 10-the device speaker output of (514) -to be pick up 
by the microphones at fig. 9/ (512) respectively for speech 
intelligibility " ) . 

Re claim 5, a system as in claim 4, which includes control 
circuits coupled to the microphones and the audio output device, 
the control circuits couple electrical representations of the 
speech intelligibility test signals to the output device 
( " Finn, fig. 10/ (578) /page 10 [0076] line 8-10 " ) . 

Re claim 6, a system as in claim 5 which includes a 
plurality of audio output devices coupled to the control 
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circuits (" Finn, fig. /10- with the plurality of output devices 
(514,558,560") . 

Re claim 11, a method comprising: generating at least one 
speech intelligibility test signal ( " fig. 10/ (514-558) -to generate 
speech intelligibility ") ; sensing the speech intelligibility 
test signal at least one fixed location ( " fig. 10/ (508,552,556) - 
so to sense the speech intelligibility ") ; evaluating the 
intelligibility of the sensed speech intelligibility test 
signal ( " fig . 10/ (570-57 6) to evaluate the speech 
intelligibility " ) . 

Re claim 12, a method as in claim 11 which includes 
generating a plurality of speech intelligibility test signals 
( " fig. 10/514,558,560 " ) . 

Re claim 13, a method as in claim 11 which includes sensing 
the speech intelligibility test signal at a plurality of spaced 
apart, fixed locations (" fig. 10/ (508,552,554) ") . 



Re claim 14, a method as in claim 13 which includes: 
transmitting the sensed speech intelligibility test signal from 
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the plurality of locations to a common site and then processing 
same to evaluate intelligibility thereof (" fig. 10/ all the many 
sensed speech pick at (508,556) is analyzed ( (570-576) and sent 
to (578) ") . 

Re claim 16, a method as in claim 14 where the sensed 
speech intelligibility test signals receive initial processing 
prior to being coupled to the common site (" fig , 10 -the initial 
process at (570-576) prior to couple to common site at (578) " ) . 

Re claim 17, have been analyzed and rejected with respect 
to claim 16 above. 

Re claim 29, Finn et al . . discloses a system comprising: a 
plurality of networkable microphones ( " fig. 1 0/ (508-556) " ) ; 
however, Finn et al . fail to explicitly disclose at least one 
processor for carrying out speech index processing responsive to 
audio incident on at least one of the microphones. However, Finn 
et al. discloses of the circuitry which does calculation so as 
to determined intelligibility of the audio pick up by the 
sensor ( " page 10[0075] line 7-18 and fig. 10 (570) " ) , thus , for 
calculation to be performed, it is inherent that there much 
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exist such processor in the circuit for carrying out speech 
index processing responsive to audio incident. 

Re claim 30, a system as in claim 29, which includes a 
plurality of processors, each member of the plurality is coupled 
to and receives audio input signals from a respective microphone 
( " fig. 10 (58-586) " ) . 

Re claim 31, has been analyzed and rejected with respect to 
claim 3 0 above. 

Re claim 32, has been analyzed and rejected with respect to 
claim 1 . 

Re claim 33, a system as in claim 32, has been analyzed and 
rejected with respect to claim 4. 

Re claim 34, a system as in claim 33 which includes control 
circuits coupled to the audio output device, the control 
circuits couple electrical representations of the speech 
intelligibility test signals to the output device 
( " fig. 10/ (578) " ) . 
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Re claim 35, has been analyzed and rejected with respect to. 
claim 6 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2-3,7-10, 18-20,22-28,36-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Finn et al.fUS 2002/0141601 A1") and further in view of 
Faltesek et al.( (l US 2005/0105743 A1 "). 

Re claim 2, a system as in claim 1, However, Finn et al . 
fail to disclose the system being included a plurality of 
ambient condition detectors with at least some of microphones 
carried by respective ones of the detectors. But, Faltesek et 
al . discloses a system with audio feedback from a region being 
monitored which included a plurality of ambient condition 
detectors with at least some of microphones carried by 
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respective ones of the detectors ( " fig. 1 -2 /page 2 [0037] line 7- 
8;page2 [0040] line 1-3 ") for the purpose of feeding fire sounds 
as well as temperature information to a displaced site for 
processing. Thus taking he combined teaching of Finn et al . and 
Faltesek et al. as a whole, it would have been obvious for one 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of Faltesek 
et al. by incorporating the plurality of ambient condition 
detectors with at least some of microphones carried by 
respective ones of the detectors for the purpose of feeding fire 
sounds as well as temperature information to a displaced site 
for processing. 

Re claim 3, a system as in claim 2 where at least some of 
the circuits are carried by respective ones of the detectors 
coupled to respective microphones also carried by the same 
detector ( " Falteseek, f 'ig . 1 -detector (20) with (16) enable to 
carry the microphones (14) " ) . 

Re claim 7, a system as in claim 6 which includes a 
plurality of distributed ambient condition detectors 
("Falteseek, fig. 1-2; page 3 [0040] line 1-3"). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/740,200 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 2615 

Re claim 8, a system as in claim 7 where at least some of 
the detectors carry respective ones of the microphones 

( " Falteseek, fig. 1-detector (20) with (16) enable to carry the 
microphones (14) " ) . 

Re claim 9, a system as in claim 5, however, the recently 
modified teaching of teaching of Finn et al . and Faltesek et al . 
as a whole, fail to teach the control circuits include at least 
one of logic or executable instructions for producing speech 
intelligibility test signals to be audibly output by the at 
least one audio output device. But, Faltesek et al . teach the 
system with audio feedback in which the control circuits include 
at least one of logic or executable instructions for producing 
speech intelligibility test signals to be audibly output by the 
at least one audio output device ( " fig . 2-control circuits (32) to 
be outputted at (34) and page 3 [0041] line 4-7 ;page 3 [0046] line 
5-9 " ) for the purpose of coupling/linking the circuitry to the 
output device. Thus taking the now recently modified teaching of 
Finn et al . and Faltesek et al . as a whole, it would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
former modified teaching of Finn et al . and Faltesek et al . as a 
whole, by incorporating the the control circuits include at 
least one of logic or executable instructions for producing 
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speech intelligibility test signals to be audibly output by the 
at least one audio output device for the purpose of 
coupling/linking the circuitry to the output device. 

Re claim 10, a system as in claim 9 which includes 
additional logic or executable instructions for processing the 
speech intelligibility test signals received from the respective 
microphones ( " Faltesek , page 3 [0046] line 3-6- additional stored 
speech could be executed by circuits " ) . 

Re claim 15, a method as in claim 14, However, Finn et al . 
fail to disclose the processing at the common site includes 
visually presenting processing results. But, Faltesek et al . 
discloses a system with audio feedback from a region being 
monitored in which the processing at the common site includes 
visually presenting processing results {" fig. 2, process info 
at (32) to be visually present at (34) " ) for the purpose of 
better understanding the on-going, developing, fire-condition 
where individuals in need of rescue may be found. Thus taking 
the combined teaching of Finn et al . and Faltesek et al . as a 
whole, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the teaching of Finn et al . by incorporating 
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the system with audio feedback from a region being monitored in 
which the processing at the common site includes visually 
presenting processing results for the purpose of better 
understanding the on-going, developing, fire-condition where 
individuals in need of rescue may be found. 



Re claim 18, Finn et al . discloses an apparatus comprising: 
control circuits coupled to the sensor (" fig . 10-with control 
circuitry (570-576,578 and page 10[0074] line 5-8 " ) ; a 
microphone coupled to the control circuits! " fig. 1 0/508-556; page 
10 [ 0074 ] line 1-2 " ) , the control circuits establishing an 
intelligibility index in response to 

signal from the microphone (" fig. 10/ (570-576) ; page 10[0075] ")-. 
However, Finn et al . fail to disclose the apparatus comprising 
at least one ambient condition sensor. But, Faltesek et al . 
disclose a system in which include at least one ambient 
condition sensor ( " fig. 1/ (29) " ) for the purpose of feeding fire 
sounds as well as temperature information to a displaced site 
for processing. Thus, taking the combined teaching of Finn et 
al . and Faltesek et al. as a whole, it would have been obvious 
for one of the ordinary skill in the art to modify Faltesek et 
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al. by incorporating the system in which include at least one 
ambient condition sensor for the purpose of feeding fire sounds 
as well as temperature information to a displaced site for 
processing. 

Re claim 19, an apparatus as in claim 18, which provides at 
least one port for connection of external microphones ( w 

Finn, fig . 10-all microphones are connected via port/medium 
heading to switch (578) " ) . 

Re claim 20, an apparatus as in claim 18, however the 
recently combined teaching of the combined teaching of Finn et 
al . and Faltesek et al . as a whole, fail to teach of the network 
communications port. But," Faltesek disclose a system with a 
network communication port ( " fig. 2/ port to provide 
communication with (32 and 34) ") for the purpose of coupling the 
processing circuitry to the output device for interface. Thus, 
taking the now modified teaching of Finn et al . and Faltesek et 
al. as a whole, it would have been obvious for one skill in the 
art to have the network communications port for the purpose of 
coupling the processing circuitry to the output device for 
interface . 
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Re claim 22, an apparatus as in claim 18 where the ambient 
condition sensor comprises at least one of a smoke sensor, a 
flame sensor, a thermal sensor or a gas sensor ( " Fal tesek, 
fig. 1/ (20) " ) . 

Re claim 23, has been analyzed and rejected with respect to 
claim 9. 

Re claim 24, an apparatus as in claim 23 which includes a 
network communications port, the port facilitating coupling 
electrical energy to at least the control circuits, and coupling 
intelligibility indices at least from the control 
circuits to a medium. 

Re claim 25, an apparatus as in claim 24 where the 
communications port includes an interface for carrying out bi- 
directional communication via a medium ( " Faltesek , fig. 2 -hi - 
directional (32,34) " ) . 

Re claim 26, An apparatus as in claim 25, however, the 
combined teaching of combined teaching of Finn et al , and 
Faltesek et al . as a whole, fail to teach of the interface 
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includes circuits coupled to at least one of an electrical cable 
or an optical cable. However, Official Notice is taken that this 
limitation is commonly known, thus it would have been obvious 
for one ordinary skill in the art to have the interface includes 
circuits coupled to at least one of an electrical cable or an 
optical cable for purpose of coupling the circuits with the 
cables . 

Re claim 27, an apparatus comprising: a microphone with an 
electrical output corresponding to incident audio ( " fig. 1 0/508- 
incident audio to sense by mics "); control circuits coupled to 
the microphone ( " fig. 10/ (580 ,570 . 578) " ) , the control circuits 
implement intelligibility processing in connection with 
incident audio ' ( " fig. 10/570 ;page 10 [0075] ") ; however, Finn et 
al . , fail to teach of the. network communications port. But, 
Faltesek disclose a system with a network communication port 
( " fig. 2/ port to provide communication with (32 and 34) " ) for 
the purpose of coupling the processing circuitry to the output 
device for interface. Thus, taking the modified teaching of Finn 
et al. and Faltesek et al. as a whole, it- would have been 
obvious for one skill in the art to modify the teaching of Finn 
et al. by incorporating the network communications port for the 
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purpose of coupling the processing circuitry to the output 
device for interface. 

Re claim 28, an apparatus as in claim 27, however, the 
recently modified teaching of Finn et al . and Faltesek et al . as 
a whole, fail to disclose the housing attachable to a mounting 
surface. However, and Faltesek et al . discloses a system with 
housing attachable to a mounting surface (" fig. 1/18, page 
2 [0037] line 7-8-where each housing may be place/attached at 
regions in (fig.2/R) ") for the purpose of insuring that the 
entire region is accessible to outputs from one or more 
speakers. Thus, taking the combined teaching of Finn et al . and 
Faltesek et al . as a whole, it would have been obvious for one 
of ordinary skill In the art to modify the former teaching of 
Finn et al . and Faltesek et al . as a whole, by incorporating the 
housing attachable to a mounting surface for the purpose of 
insuring that the entire region is accessible to outputs from 
one or more speakers . 



Re claim 36-3 9, has been analyzed and rejected with respect 
to claim 7-10 respectively. 
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7. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Finn et 
al.("US 2002/0141601 A1") and further in view of Faltesek et al.fUS 2005/0105743 A1") 
and further in view of Kenneth Dylan Jacob ("US 2002/009551 A1"), 

Re claim 21, an apparatus as in claim 20, however, the 
combined teaching of Finn et al and Faltesek et al . as a whole, . 
fail to teach the intelligibility index comprises at least one 
of STI, RASTI, SII, or, a subset of one of STI, RASTI, SII. But 
Jacob disclose an audio spectrum analyzer in which the 
intelligibility index comprises at least one of STI, RASTI, SII, 
or, a subset of one of STI, RASTI, SII. (" page .1 [0005-0007 ] ") tor 
the purpose of measuring the speech intelligibility of sound 
signals. Thus, taking the combined teaching of Finn et al and 
Faltesek et al . and now Jacob as a whole, it would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teaching of Finn et al . and Faltesek et al . as a whole, by 
incorporating the intelligibility index comprises at least one 
of STI, RASTI, SII, or, a subset of one of STI, RASTI, SII for 
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the purpose of measuring the speech intelligibility of sound 
signals . 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Disler Paul whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2222. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chin Vivian can be reached on 571-272-7848. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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